Weiss, Rachel

From: Al [acarriere@montanasky.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2012 6:52 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Lake County

| live in Polson Mt, Lake County.

Depending on the map, Lake county is chopped into portions of 5-7 districts. It looks like you are cutting up lake county
to make other districts whole. How about making Lake county whole? Reduce the number of districts that include
portions of Lake County. Three would be a nice number.

Al Carriere




Weiss, Rachel

From: Mary Hensleigh [mjhensleigh@gmai|.com]

Sent: " Monday, March 26, 2012 12:21 PM
To: Redistricting :
Subject: Redistricting Comment

uld include Whitehall with the Butte-Silver Bow District. 1

I am in favor of the redistricting proposal that wo
will be unable to attend the meeting on the 27th but will attend the meeting in Helena on the 28th. Change is

not a four letter word and 1 applaud your efforts.

Mary Janacaro Hensleigh
Mayor Of Whitehall




Dear Chairman Regnier,

| urge you to resist the clear intention of the Democrats to continue the
gerrymandering of Montana’s legislative boundaries. To go forward with the
existing or communities proposal simply ignores the criteria adopted and fails the
very system of how representation was intended to operate under our state
Constitution. The community proposal in particular is an example of what should
never be done, with respect to redistricting, since it’s an obvious attempt to use
political data and election results.

The map proposals, (urban-rural, subdivision) created by the non-partisan
legislative staff complies with the criteria that is consistent with; communities of

interest, equalizes the number of people in districts, meets the compactness
requirement and avoids the manipulation attempt by partisan politics. These
proposals also discontinue the urban control of suburban and rural areas, and the

inconsistent application of deviation.

Thank for your efforts and listening to we the people of Montana. To have a map
that favors the Democratic party and their political purpose and agenda is not in
the best interests of all Montanans.

Sincerely,

Keith Kubista
528 Redtail Hawk Lane
Stevensville, MT 59870

kredtailhawk@gmail.com




Dear Montana Reapportionment Commission,

Chouteau County is currently split into three different house districts despite
being far under the number of people for one House district. We know that a
small part in the northeast may have to go to another House district, but we
urge the commission to keep the rest of the county whole if at all possible.
Our county is our community.

I have heard that the Montana Democratic Party is up to the same old tricks
that it did last time when it gerrymandered the best map it could make for
their party. I don't see how this is even possible given the fact that using
statistics and election data is not part of the Commission’s criteria. If it’s not
already, this practice should be illegal! Please reject maps that use these '
methods and make the criteria you developed the way you judge plans.

I hope the Commission will truly take into account the public’s input into the
process.

Sincerely,

Name: OM X, ww

Postal address: % sf/é/
INA 744

email:
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March 12, 2012
380 Hawk Point Lane

Hamiiton, MT 59840

Members of the Restricting Commission:

It has come to our attention that there are currently proposals for new legislative boundaries that have

used the election results to draw lines. | ask you, is this the way Montanans work?

Current maps split not only counties.....but cities. These maps are set up to delineate areas where there
is a majority of Democratic voters, which gives the Republicans a disadvantage. This has an overtone of
dishonesty, | urge you not to adopt maps that would in any way look like the existing ones. There are
maps being submitted by local communities, which would have a more forthright approach to drawing

the boundaries, and we ask you to review them and give them honest consideration.

Thank ybu for your time and dedication to making Montana a proud, honest and forthright state; one

where we can all say we run a government of which we can be proud.

B

L.D. & Ruth Renfrew




March 11, 2012

Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706 /Helena, MT 59620

I totally support the Communities Plan for our state re-districting process. This plan not only
meets the mandatory criteria, but it reflects the diversity of our state’s population and interests
and seeks to create fair and competitive districts. This is so important! So much goes into
drawing legislative boundaries, so it must be done right for all citizens to ensure full
participation. Communities of interests should be kept intact. This plan considers such crucial
elements as: urban, suburban, rural and neighborhood interests; trade areas; geography;
communications and transportation networks; media marketing; social, cultural and economic
interests.

Protection of our constitutional right of one person, one vote is paramount, thus population
equality is of utmost importance. Minority voting rights for our American Indian citizens and
others must be respected. Things like functional compactness and contiguousness are also
necessary components of the successful plan, again to ensure full participation.

There must be fairness and balance in our political and geographic boundaries. Elements like
counties, cities, towns and school districts should be kept intact. We Montanans deserve a
legislature that reflects our diversity not a re-districting plan that allows for a single party to
dominate the legislative process. You owe it to all Montanans to come up with the best plan for
all; the Communities Plan is by far the best.

Thanks for considering our input.

Sincerely,

i odwed s

' Gail Richardson
5263 Cimmeron Drive
Bozeman, MT 59715




March 14" 2012
1726 De Foe Street
Missoula, Montana
59802-1915

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
P. 0. Box 201706

Helena, Montana

59620-1706

Last evening | attended the commission meeting being held in Missoula,
Montana. | sit through the two and one half hour session. | would like to say it
was well conducted. Here are my comments on what | heard and seen at the
meeting.

Most of the people speaking had one main concern in giving the dissertations
They all wanted to have their one ballot to count as a full representative of their
feeling and wishes as to who would be their elective official. This is called
governing from the ballot box.

Now it is your responsibility to put this action into operation in the most fair way
that it can be set up for the voting public.

| would like to see the new districts set up using the city streets and county
roads as the main lines used to arrange these districts. When you vary from
this process it begins to make a person wonder why they are not sufficient.
Please use this in your consideration of redistricting our communities.

el A Loron

Robert L. Auras




Members of the Districting and Apportionmént Commission,

| appreciate how fough the task af hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one political
party fo draw seats that help them in elections. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. | think the
urban-rural 100 map is @ common sense recognition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is also good approach since it
seems fo keep many counties and towns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: @/ - %j
= >

Address: /09 Ste ldaﬁ'f' Sfowet

ag_,\_/_q(;grvdq T, UC’?/Q#

Email Address: G &+ FL T 74® }/440, _Conm




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
(NAME): > /4/\ < .
(ADDRESS): ) Ry ”4'““

- 7'}"‘7//\7,@4"%/4 _,/;?77 / S YN

,/ﬂ / j o /! :
(EMAIL): YAl fow L'Jj///z’d;? e AN

o v
&




Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one political
party fo draw seats that help them in elecfions. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. | think the
urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recogpnition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is also a good approach since it
seems to keep many counties and towns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: _/_Q{!gg_«/ (/an;bmg @uuac’a Jh

Address: Ko S (76
Mlk/(oll/{g_f MO (51

Email Address: . _Q_AMVJ thtwAcLi ) 8@6@0‘ Lonn



Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one political
party to draw seats that help them in elections. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. | think the
urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is also a good approach since it
seems to keep many counties and fowns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: Qg’,&w ﬁ. )/ 2/&47\/
Lls'e H. Nelsor
Address: 2936 Be—/ lecrest Dr,
 Missewda, pIT L7800

Email Address: é’éa/r) elson @ aol. com




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposais before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, .
(NAME): /t///M

ErNegr /\/‘]czsaé
(ADDRESS): BTy RDEU ECOEST

/\'[l.SSOUL,A; AMT g(i(%/

(EMAIL): ¢ < )ne lset (2 xel Clre




Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one political
party to draw seats that help them in elections. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. | think the
urban-rural 100 map is @ common sense recoghnition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. 1 think the subdivision 100 map is also a good approach since it
seems to keep many counties and towns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration.

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: QL\O\MM (,!b (OJZNC\?\ryL

ChARLes (1. OLING & I
Address: 243 é fA) ML\ e
isspude &VJ]’ Sq802

, -~
Email Address: CO(' ﬂﬁ%@ff&,lc GY\V\/\_‘\- C(‘D‘Q




To the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

T am ardently opposed to the commission using maps that rely on political data and election
results in legislative redistricting. This is a shameful practice and it goes against everything in
our constitution about transparency and open government. It’s almost as if the Montana
Democratic party believes it has to rig election results in order to have a shot at controlling the
legislature.

In the last redistricting cycle, deviation was used in a way to benefit Democrat and urban areas
while it hurt Republican and rural areas. Also, the commission totally ignored much of the rest of
the criteria in favor of a map that relied on political data to draw legislative lines. This approach
should be rejected.

Richland County is just around the perfect size for a House Seat within the 3% deviation.
Counties are communities of interest, so we urge you to make things simple by using the county
line as the legislative line.

If the commission sticks with the criteria it adopted, I believe you will come up with something
that looks a lot more like Montana.

Name: v'/ 7o 2_’2_;4:1
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Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

| appreciate how tough the task at hand must be in redrawing district lines in the
Legislature, but | don’t know why you must have proposals that gerrymander based on
how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go against the criteria you adopted?
Montana shouldn’t just follow the bad examples of other states that allow one political
parly to draw seats that help them in elections. You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps on the table that seem to follow your criteria. I think the
urban-rural 100 map is a common sense recognition of the differences between cities and
rural areas of the state. | think the subdivision 100 map is also a good approach since it
seems to keep many counties and towns together when possible.

Allowing the Democratic party to have a map that draws lines to help them is ridiculous. It
shouldn’t even be under consideration. ‘

Thank you for listening to my comments,

Name: RS FM, ‘
o |

Address: (G C \*‘]"(/ :4 <€)
I SToutda WK _SHEE

Email Address:




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

(NAME): Wy E; M%I/VOK

(ADDRESS): Heve oL LN S
FI8RZeNCE M. 57633

 (EMAIL): R RAnK @) Byvo s AN »kj |




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

I believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-
partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
(NAME): = T C—Z_.

Wiles £ Brask

(ADDRESS): 2856 Podycac, P—
LO/())MJ’ rfj‘/’?

(EMAIL): A5 les. b/‘uu.(ls & urm 0m7lan4. , eo/ﬂc-




Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas — please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,

NAME:

ADDRESS:_ 7. ( Sa/f_vzmj (h/M,/;éw G2y
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map shouid have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas — please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,

NAME: ,%WM/ | //ﬂﬁ}()

H

ADDRESS: 565/2@2/ /SO /1 7 V857460
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election resuits.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas - please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,
NAME: <Sewv  LCACCA

ADDRESS: 2917 W Scescgx HAvE
P DS Cenlid ) p1 7~ SHSO]
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Dear Chairman Regpnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election resuits.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas — please.pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,

NAME: ?/ﬁ?w(/ﬂ %/%uc/e/
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

I strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas — please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely
NAMKBVIJM %\
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election resuits.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas — please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

gt N
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Dear Chairman Regpnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest. '

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy relfiance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas - please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,
NAME: MA(LK \S'EZ-/(—@%
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

I strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election resuits.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas — please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sinwél?
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election results in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on poliical data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas — please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redisu:jcting effort.

Sincerely,
NAME: Dﬁ\ /{K \ ND 1T
ADDRESSU 55 C6 /crme C/(/ /7/

[lh/’ AI-
] ]

EMAIL 3 de ok o o heo -@bﬁ’t
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Dear Chairman Regnier,

| strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election resuits in the development of district
lines for the leg:slature Political parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the curent map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election resuits. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas — please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in the redistricting effort.

Sincerely,

NAME: IDO/U/ Varkuze

aooRess: /9c7S  Reche RA
Missoula, MT S99

EMAIL: /}Oau/ Vg ﬂ/? A @/l/« Aoo. Corm




Dear Chairman Regnier,

I strongly urge you to reject maps that use political data and election resuits in the development of district
lines for the legislature. Poiitical parties should not manipulate boundaries to maximize the number of seats
they think they can win in elections. That defeats the purpose of redistricting, which is to equalize the
number of people in districts, protect minority voting rights, following existing political subdivisions and
communities of interest.

The last map in Montana was developed through a heavy reliance on political data and election results.
There is no other way to explain how many communities were divided, other than it served a political
purpose for the Montana Democratic Party. The new map should have no resemblance to the current map,
because it inconsistently ignores existing political subdivisions, communities of interest, lacks the
compactness requirement and all of the other official redistricting criteria.

The commission should use the three maps developed by non-partisan legislative staff as starting points for
the new map: the urban-rural, deviation and subdivision maps. The fourth map is just a slightly modified
version of the map the Democrats put forward in 2000 using political data and election results. Many local
communities are putting forward suggestions for their areas - please pay special attention to those.

Thank you for your work on building consensus throughout this process. We encourage you to reject
partisan politics in. istricting effort.
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Sincerely,

NAME:
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To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

I understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as & basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

[ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while aleo taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote Jead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasembianca to the current map.

it appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all fogether and add nelghboring Wibsux County. Combined, the
two-counties would make a House district within the accaeptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state oonstmmon

Yours Truly,

- {(NAME) g 33 ggﬁ; ) ‘S ggi&g\y_&

(ADDRESS): 1351 BD S23
Rlgonafoe S MY DS

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 39620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unneceseary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasembiance to the current map.

It appesrs the commlsslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

* partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision), For Dawson eounty, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibsux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Houss district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listsning to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
- (NAME): /4 %ﬂ/
(ADDRESS): )35 ) Lo 5TS
_ /5"/0»9@?/ M7 57138
(EMAIL): Gp b @ mid rieer, comn
Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena. Mt. 59620-1706



To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance fo the current map.

it appesrs the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision), For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Houss district within the acceptable deviation range.

- Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick 1o the state constitution.

veme e Mlollet

(ADDRESSY [O ( Ad 523 .
WL T 535

(EMAIL): J{NA [e INCTN @) Qr/&\ﬁs lgC_DW\
7

" Mail to:
Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena, Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
politinal date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any .
map that uses such statistics or has any rasembianca to the current map.

It appesrs the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keap it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick 1o the state constitution.

Yours Truly, (‘.\\ . |
- (NAME): e NN\

A

(ADDRESS): Oy Eggs\ ) 5&3. )
TR \gecthel\y MK

‘50\)3\%

(EMAIL): ondne ook @ Y, M‘:\\ DA~

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 39620-1706



To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| beliave it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lsad to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistert application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resembiance to the current map.

It appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals pul together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add-nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two-counties would make a House district within the acoaptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

. (NAME): @/‘3/” /= /?cﬂ/f?//c/f

(ADDRESS:. =~ Z20C /ol 24/
G liEmps vz ml 7337

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena. Mt. 39620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as a basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

t believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and clties, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblanca to the current map.

It appesrs the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivislon). For Dawson county, it
makes senise to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two- counties would make a Housse district within the acceptable daviation range.

- Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposss and stick 1o the state constitution.

Yours Truly, -
(NAME): Jm )7 /Q; M
(ADDRESS). Aols A 24/

| .__C%M_M St ST330

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena. Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
comimon in Washington, D.C., New York or Califomia, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe i is impossible to follow the criteria you edopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistert application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance o the curent map.

It appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision), For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibsux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceéptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes-and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

. (NAME}: mr@m fﬂj{ /of

(ADDRESS): /33 Seven mile Dr
Glendive, 7 5 7350

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblancs {0 the current map.

it appesrs the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision), For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two- counties would make a House district within the acoeptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay awey from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state aons:mmcn

Yours Truly, _
- {NAME): , ( 'J‘AL\\ ‘”T (m\\or
(ADDRESS): (23 Sedent PUe Do
Gﬂevvi‘d\;e , MNT s9230
{EMAIL): dr Qe(.\q\‘\-aq\\nr (?i}; g V\/\QA\'\ W AI0AY
Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena. Mt. 5%620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe i is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblanca to the curent map.

It appears the commission hag at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivislon). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Housse district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating fines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, |
. {NAME): Lﬂlzr/g, /’/c’.iifﬂéa 04
(ADDRESS): 1262 RpP 2sy -
_.é'/c,'«r/{iuc_/, /"7'T
573309
{EMAIL): et @ ) s vos Q00
Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena, Mt. 39620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundarigs
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but if's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you edopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance to the current map.

It appesrs the commisslon has et least three good proposals put together by non-

* partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibsux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Houss district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, ' :
. (NAME): ' (
(ADDRESS): 102 "éé 20/

~ Ol o) 13T
59330

(EMALL: | YIAEY Dlidhuss  Coro

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 539620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or Calfifornia, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted whila also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote Isad to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsisterst application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance to the current map.

It appears the commisslon hag at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivislon). For Dawson county, it
makes senise to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Houss district within the accaptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listsning to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating fines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

_ (NAMEY: @0/1/ Q"L b PM/}%}Q/

(ADDRESS): 1412 ). MEHAE Hue,
_Q/P/W//;/F/ N7 T

2932 o
{EMAIL):
Mail to:
Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or Califomia, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible fo follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political dats. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitling
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation, Please do not adopt any.
map that uses such statistics or has any rasembiance to the current map.

It appesrs the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it

makes senise to keep it all together and add neighboring Wibsux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Houss district within the acceptable deviation range.

~ Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from

manipulating lines for political purposses and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, .
 (NAME) > N /447 e -

(ADDRESS). fz oF BT |
lowde. AT ko

(EMAIL):

o hMMSL &/\A/:,Q»J\c Cm
-J ) -

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new lagisiative boundaries
that used election results as a basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

Lbelieve it is impossibie to follow the criteria you adopted while aleo taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance to the current map.

It appesrs the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (Urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it 2ll together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two-counties would make a Houss district within the acosptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposss:and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, )
- (NAME): Loavlene G’ o N
(ADDRESS): 272 Kwey Zdl
DOZOMNGN AL Y
5918
{(EMAIL):
Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena. Mt. 39620-1706




Ta the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviafion. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance to the current map. -

It appesrs the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Housse district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Piease stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

 (NAME): \/ reor Wl
(ADDRESS): 1139, Lo %fsg

AN
O v
{(EMAILY).
Mail to:
Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission :
PO Box 201706 .

Helena, Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but if's not the Montana way.

{ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while aiso taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance to the current map.

it appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Houss district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick 1o the state constitution.

Yours Truly, |
 (NAME): k] 2 Tl
{ADDRESS): 1509 M I e ckiaiids cnc
Kl )
G733
(EMAIL): BE DoAdasgs @M Lsivcrs . Com
Mail to: .
Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 39620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commigsion,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundarigs
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
commion in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but i's not the Montana way.

t believe it s impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnacessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resembiance to the current map.

It appears the commisslon has at least threg good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivislon). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Housse district within the accepiable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Piease stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes snd stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
- {(NAME}; Cavole Sdarms
(ADDRESSY); S5 AL S A e S S e
./7‘7"/‘4- 3, d ') e
Yy e <P =2 O

(EMA!L): Dc AL S {c? pigtd v Ly B, O I
Mail to:
Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 39620-1706




’Tc the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new lagislative boundaries
that used election results as & basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe it Is impossible to follow the. criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistert application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance {0 the current map.

It appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it afl together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acocaptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. ansgu stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick 1o the state constitution.

Yours Truly, AQ
. (NAME): (QM”L@MW §s (Znisden
(ADQRES&): / / / M /@(’.W/u'&vaj
Terduve  1m7 57330

{EMAIL): A V?cj er g i~ X @ 2 ,’Jp,'\/éwé. Corm
Mail to:
Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 39626-1706




Ta the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while alzo taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any .
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance {0 the current map.

It appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision), For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listsning to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, \%N% C \ @ M
rd . \ }
. {NAME): QC» \ AN N

(ADDRESS): NG\ v ‘L@é\x ANy
& \%Wd WR AT ’59%%0

(EMAIL): O\V\CX L L9 1A IVRYS . Cvan

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 39620-1706




Ta the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as & basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or Califomia, but it's not the Montana way.

{ beliave it is impossible to follow the criteria you edopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistert application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

it appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals pul together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes senss o keep it all fogether and add nelghboring Wibsux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Houss district within the acceptable deviation range.

- Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Piease stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
/,
. (NAME): é)gé 744,4 e/

(ADDRESS): LD 202
Lwpsas mT S9337

(EMAIL):

Mail to

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new lagisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

[ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while aiso taking into account
politioal date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lsad to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting

of counties and cities, and inconsistert application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance to the current map.

It appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes senise to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Houss district within the acoceptable deviation range.

- Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating iines for political purposes and stick 10 the state constitution. .

Yours Truly,

_ (NAME): 0,0nnu/ Phales
(ADDRESS): 4y Pood 222
Lzhdsauj, v
(EMAIL):
Mail .to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena. Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while aiso taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote Jead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adoptany.
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance to the current map.

It appesrs the commisslon hag at least three good proposals pul together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

~ “Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay awey from
manipulating lines for political purposss and stick to the state constitution. .

Yours Truly,

- {NAME): \/%N\\\l "_Df)/\l’\\ \VO(

(ADDRESS): 0L O Mo Qo
_Glod'nie , 4NN

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 39620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary spiitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of devition. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rassmblance {o the current map.

It appesrs the commisslon has at least three good broposals put together by non-
" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision), For Dawson county, it

Yours Truly,

. (NAME)- /LTD\'\L« nn c \’;n N asS N\T\_L\

(ADDRESS); oo § Smeipnlr,. Ao
G\onA‘,ue_\‘ MT

{EMAIL):

Mail to;

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt, 5962¢-; 706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,
| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundarigs

that used election results as & basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

I balieve i is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while aiso taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vots lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting

of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance to the current map.

It appesrs the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Houss district within the acceptable deviation rangs.

Thank you for your work and for listeniing to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes snd stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

- (NAME); - Tody) Tibber—

(ADDRESS): _Boy Ugk o
Loz, ,mfr 96349

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 59620-1705




| believe it ig impossible fo foﬁowﬂvaa'itenayou adopted while alag takxng- into account
political data, Relying on statistics abouyt how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, Unnecessary splitting

Yours Truly,
. (NAME); —btrnda s ioe —

D

. , , '~ =+
(ADDRESS); LD O, § 2rg eNT D
Glendive_y+ 939

(EMALL): m

Helena, Mt 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,
nderstand there are Proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundarigs

lu
that used election resyits &s & basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
tommon in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

It appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

* partisan staff members (urban—ru'r‘al,t;devia'tipn. subdivision), For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keap it all together and add nelghboring Wibgux County. Combined, the
two counties would make. a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Yours Truly, ~ & \\’% %M@fb%
- (NAME):; [ V\/‘() VA %S @ O% - \

(ADDRESS). 5/ *7[ K% . ﬂv Jor \A Ve ,
Lolornd Yo ]
29O

(EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, M, 59620-1706




Ta the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as & basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lsad to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any.
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance to the current map.

It appesrs the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

- Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick 1o the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

- {NAME}: ~ /LX‘/ZJQ’ 3(///( ég;ﬂpfw,

(ADDRESS); g5 70 C(/c’“K/ / ‘O }/L
O Bk Je ¢ |
Clovoalive P27 EFE3O

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

[ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political data. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the cument map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistert application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance to the current map.

it appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff mambers (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson eounty, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County, Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

~ ‘Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, ég %
- {NAME}: e 7%/ .

(ADDRESS): a2 W B LLL

Terry, /7]
s7347
{EMAIL):
Mail to:
Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
£O Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 39620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisliative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you edopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting

of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviafion. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance {0 the current map.

It appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acoeptable deviation range.

- Thank you for your work and for listening fo regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick o the state constitution.

Yours Truly, :
 (NAME) T grme. Fadokin
(ADDRESS): I 7 Tenl €& K
o dloriie IV
{(EMAIL):
Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena, Mt. 59620-1706




Ta the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as a basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but if's not the Montans way.

{ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while aiso taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Plsase do not adopt any.
map that uses such statistics or has any rasembiance {0 the cuirent map.

It appears the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable daviation range.

* Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

- (NAME): Jeow 2@ gpn)/d[ﬁ

(ADDRESS}: [95¢ /‘/@h/waxz [
Glewdive ME S9330

(EMAIL): //Ndj&u 0 MidrivERS. COM
Mail to:
Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 59620-1706 .




r
To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

AT
| understand there are proposals before the commission fiir-new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe it is impossible fo follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any.
map that uses such statistics or has any rasembianca to the current map.

it appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff membaers (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Housse district within the acceptable deviation range.

- Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

 (NAMES: /0 g0 Ve

Pl
(ADDRESS): 370 FAS 28 4

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 39620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposais before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or Calfifornia, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe it is impossible fo follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblance {0 the current map.

it appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals pul together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivislon). For Dawson county, it
makes sense lo keep it all fogether-and add nelghboring Wibsux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

 (NAME): yedh finalapek

(ADDRESS): 10 ¢ W\ 3 |
AWbsowy MY 54353

(EMAILY: Lhineha@) Wb M T{Yees - Con
Mail to:
Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commigsion,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

{ believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adoptad while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lsad to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnaecessary splitting
of counties and cifies, and inconsistentt application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasembiance to the current map.

It appesrs the commission has at Isast three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acoaptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listsning to regular Montanans. Piease stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,

(ADDRESS): Glo &l (13
i bant MT 9383

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new iegisiatlve boundaries
that used election results as a basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

| believe it Is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
politioal date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems
of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting

of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation, Please do not adopt any

map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblance 10 the current map.

it appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

* partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a Housse district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly, ) , -
_ (NAME): o& LUl V%WW '
(ADDRESS): ,7 A
M&M@
@@ég C81-5957
{EMAIL):
Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706
Helena, Mt. 39620-1706




To the members of the Redistrieting Commission,
- | understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries

that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that Is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

t beliave it is impossible fo follow the criteria you adopted while aleo taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of tha cument map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any resemblances to the current map.

It appesrs the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivislon). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to Reep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties woul§ make a House district within the acoaptable deviation range.

- Thank you for your Work and for: !tstemng to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposss-and stick ta the state. aonsnmteon .

Yours Truly,
. {(NAME})

(ADDRESS): ¥33 Jséav /b
¢ E}l&d!l/ 22, ﬂ#é fﬁ}&

Q‘Oé)\'é ¢7-343 7

{EMAIL).

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apporttonment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the deistﬂcﬂng Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as & basls for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or Califomnia, but it's not the Montana way.

t believe it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistert application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasembiance to the current map.

It appears the commisslon has at lsast three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acceptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for liste,uiné to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
. {NAME}

2

(ADDRESS): H 3 kblﬂhﬁxf{ﬁg})% .

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 396206-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

| understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or Califomnia, but it's not the Montans way.

{ believe It is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while also taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting

of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation, Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblanca {o the current map.

it appesrs the commission has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the acosptable deviation range.

- Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes.and stick to the state constxmtzan .

Yours Truly,

. (NAME): S¢, /7256?\

(ADDRESS): (% GeppeeTo
G ENY I M 57330

{EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 539626-1706




Ta the members of the Redistricting Commission,

- tunderstand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundaries
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

{ beliave it is impossible to follow the criteria you adopted while aleo taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblancs to the current map.

It appears the commisslon has at least three good proposals put together by non-

" partisan staff membars (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it
makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two counties would make a House district within the-acosptable daviation range.

- Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for polifical purposes and stick to-the state constitution.

Yours Truly, - P -
- {NAMEY; ﬁuc%ﬁ&v }Dv J1 &

(ADDRESS). Y68 T T4y
C/;’/F/v(!t,c/f /4’( 7 9337

{EMAIL): A é"‘WCZf @/ (i BVAA’CE@“ cgm

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena, Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commigsion,

- I understand there are proposals before the commission for new legislative boundarigs

that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This.may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or California, but it's not the Montana way.

t believe it is impossible to follow the.criteria you adopted while aleo taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban domination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary spilitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblanca to the current map.

It appears the commisslon has at least thrée good proposals put together by non-

~ partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdivision). For Dawson county, it

makes sense to keep it all together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the
two-counties would make a House district within the acoeptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
. {NAME):

(ADDRESS): S

£5°S
) e 877
92 33D

(EMAIL):

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 59620-1706




To the members of the Redistricting Commission,

- understand there are proposals before the commission for new legisiative boundarigs
that used election results as & basis for drawing lines. This may be something that is
common in Washington, D.C., New York or Cafifornia, but it's not the Montana way.

| beliave it is impossible to follow the criteria you adoptad while alsa taking into account
political date. Relying on statistics about how areas vote lead to many of the problems

of the current map: urban deémination of suburban and rural areas, unnecessary splitting
of counties and cities, and inconsistent application of deviation. Please do not adopt any
map that uses such statistics or has any rasemblanca to the current map.

It appears the commisslon has at lsast three good proposals put together by non-
" partisan staff members (urban-rural, deviation, subdiviston). For Dawson eounty, it
makes sernise to keep it afl together and add nelghboring Wibaux County. Combined, the

two counties would make a House district within the acoeptable deviation range.

Thank you for your work and for listening to regular Montanans. Please stay away from
manipulating lines for political purposes-and stick to the state constitution.

Yours Truly,
- (NAME): \Qf A S,D@CWQ

@ooressy A2 RD S$9)
@[‘Bm/\(\wf‘_e L T
Sy ANE

&> C«lavxc[oowz@ i vess - C o

Mail to:

Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission
PO Box 201706

Helena. Mt. 39620-1706




Weiss, Rachel

From: Don Holmquist [mtcardinal@bresnan.net]
Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2012 10:39 AM

To: Redistricting

Subject: The redistricting opportunity

Abolish all partisan involvement. Establish districts that reflect natural boundaries and communities. The way it has
been is akin to allowing a high school team to bring in a player from far away to play on “their team”. You can do this
relatively simply. If an area is resided in by a minority, it will usually elect a minority representative. If an area is diverse,
ditto. Keep the districts intact for 10 years and then reexamine and adjust WITHOUT partisan regard. Our current and
past designs have been abject failures. Get this right and it will go a long way to end this ridiculous redrawing charade.

Eliminate partisan influence or we get more of the same again and again. It can be done. Thanks, Don Holmquist,
Helena




Weiss, Rachel

From: gailbzimmer@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2012 5:12 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Redistricting

To the Members of the Redistricting Commission:

I want to publicly state that | am extremely tired and sickened by politics that favor one side over the other, in particular
when it comes to redistricting. | am for fair and balanced elections that represent the voters of Montana; we vote to elect
officials that represent us not their self-interests. | understand that Montana's current redistricting commission has adopted
criteria that are part of our state constitution, along with additional criteria that will be helpful in developing legislative
boundaries that will reflect Montana values. | believe those criteria should be used in determining compact and contiguous

districts that include population equality, protection of minority voting rights, respecting existing political subdivision lines,
communities of interest and traditional neighborhoods.

| strongly encourage the commission to stick to these criteria and establish districts on a fair, balanced and neutral
approach.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback.
Sincerely

Gail Briese-Zimmer

Helena MT




Weiss, Rachel

From: John_Joan Wagner [jjwagner1@msn.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2012 7:42 AM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Gerrymandering

Please be advised that I am opposed to gerrymandering boundaries just for the sake of political gains by the DemoRats.

John Wagner
Missoula




Weiss, Rachel

From: Kyle Jackson [kajjackson@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2012 8:35 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: redistricting

Hello, I live in Bozeman and I would like to put in my two cents worth.
Please redistrict the state fairly, according to population density. It is essential that everyone's vote be equal.

Kyle Jackson
Bozeman




Weiss, Rachel

From: Denise Moore [denisemoore@montana.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2012 9:00 AM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Input re Draft Maps / Missoula County

Thank you, all, for the extraordinary effort and thought that you and your staff members have been putting into this
important project.

| attended last night’s Public Input meeting held at the University of Montana, and in respect for your time and because
of the ever-growing line of individuals wishing to speak, | instead opted to submit my comments by eMail.

As a resident of the City of Missoula, of course my primary concern is within my own community. As | studied the
mandatory districting criteria, and reviewed the five currently available draft maps, it became clear that the map that
best fits the key criteria of compact and contiguous districts is the Urban Rural Plan. This plan also respects the
discretionary criteria of following geographic boundaries while keeping communities of interest intact. When
considering that legislative representatives are elected to, well, represent, | believe it is vitally important that the
establishment of these districts take into account the value of the commonality of interests of the constituents within.

The plan which least adheres to the above mentioned criteria is the Communities plan. This plan blatantly ignores the
discretionary criteria of keeping communities of interest intact by purposely forcing urban centers into oddly shaped and
meandering districts that also would serve suburban and rurai constituents (each, naturally, with considerably different
needs and concerns). In addition, it fails to satisfy the mandatory criteria of compact and contiguous by creating what
appears to be a junction of 7 districts or so in the heart of the city of Missoula, creating bizarre geographic and
community tracts. This plan contradicts the intention of the mandatory criteria by packing population-stable, largely
property-owning outlying rural areas with urban, more transient/mobile voters.

Thank you for taking the time to consider all of the varying opinions surrounding legislative districting and
apportionment. I'm looking forward to learning more of your progress in the coming months.

Respectfully,

Denise Mongrain Moore
108 Ben Hogan Drive Missoula Montana 53803
406 370 1533 | denisemoore@montana.com




Weiss, Rachel

From: Randy Turner [sonwestdesigners@gmail.com]
Sent: ' Tuesday, March 13, 2012 8:28 PM

To: ~ Redistricting

Subject: Redistricting Considerations

Members of the Districting and Apportionment Commission,

I realize it must be a tough task to equitably redraw district lines for the Montana
Legislature. I also know why partisan influences and special interest groups want to bave
proposals that gerrymander based

on how people vote in certain areas. Doesn’t that go

against the criteria you adopted?

Montana should not follow the examples of

other states that allow one political

party to draw diistricts that belp them in elections.

You should reject those kinds of maps.

There are at least a couple of maps up for consideration that seem to follow your criteria.
I think the subdivision 100 map is a good
approach since it seems to keep many counties

and towns together when possible.

Ithink

the urban-rural 100 map is

also

a common

sense recognition of the differences between

cities and rural areas in Montana.

Allowing any party to bave a map that draws lines to belp them is wrong.
Please do not consider the "community” proposal as unbiased.

Thank you for listening to my comments,
Name:
Randy Turner_ |

- Address:

509 Grandview Drive




Stevensville, MT

Email Address: sonwestdesigners@gmail.com

Serving together,

Randy

" For I am not ashamed of the gospel, for it is the power of God for salvation to
everyone who believes,....." Romans 1:16

Randy Tumer, BA, MS

SonWest Desigrers

Stewensulle, MT 59870

Ph & Fax (406) 777-2501

Mobile(4062 360-1771

Ermal:- sonwestdesigners@gmail.com

Web Page- hitp:/ /sonwestdesigners.googlepages.com

The information contained in this communication is confidential,
proprietary, and intended for the addressee(s). If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure,
dissemination, distribution or copying of the communication, or
unauthorized use is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended
recipient, please delete this message and DO NOT ACT UPON, FORWARD,
COPY, OR OTHERWISE DISSEMINATE IT OR ITS CONTENT




Weiss, Rachel

From: RickLaible@aol.com

Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2012 2:49 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: re-districting

Dear Commissioners:

It is imperative that when redrawing the district lines that the
Commission hold to the criteria as outlined within our State
Constitution. Districts should be compact, include contiguous
districts, protect minority voting rights, respect existing political
subdivision lines, maintain communities of interest and traditional
neighborhoods.

The job of the commission is draw the district lines per our
constitution, and to protect our Montana heritage of fairness.

Please do not re-district the lines in such a way that would provide
one political party an advantage over another. Justice is blind, and
redistricting should be structured the same way, the Montana way.

Sincerely,

Sen. Rick Laible (retired)
SD-44, Darby, Mt.




Weiss, Rachel

From: Josh Hennes [joshhennes.hd89@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 15, 2012 11:21 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: suggestion

My name is Josh Hennes, I spoke briefly at the commission hearing/meeting on Tuesday, March 13th in
Missoula. I am a Republican candidate for House District 89 and redistricting is important to me. I personally
benefit from the current map. Ido however see the partisan effort and effect that is in place. The current map
was written by one political party (Democrat), and the "communities" map resembles it immensely. I would not
be surprised to hear that the Democrats are as opposed to a map they feel benefits the Republicans as much as
the "communities” benefits the Democrats. I am writing to share a solution that is as bold as it would be
effective. I believe that the citizens should benefit most from redistricting, more than the Republicans and more
than the Democrats. My solution would be to present the four new maps to both parties, the Montana
Republican Central Committee and the Montana Democratic Central Committee, to choose one map to remove
from consideration. Yes, I said remove! Most people are more honest on how an idea can benefit someone else
over themselves, so let them each choose the one that benefits the "other" party most. This would ensure that
the two most partisan and politically driven maps are removed from consideration, resulting in the two most
equitable being considered by your commission. I feel that the citizens would appreciate the non-partisan
results.

Feel free to contact me with any questions or comments.
Josh Hennes

joshhennes.hd89@vyahoo.com
406-369-3986




Weiss, Rachel

From: gary sanders [sandersoh6@yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, March 17, 2012 10:50 PM
To: Redistricting

Cc: sandersoh6@yahoo.com

Subject: Redistricting

I think it is about time we streamline the districts. Simplicity and efficiency is the key to success. The districts
need to be formed by neighborhoods and main arteries, not by political ambition. KISS (keep, it, simple,
stupid)

Regards Gary "Tink" Sanders candidate for HD 97




Weiss, Rachel

From: Vicky O'Hara [vickyohara63@hotmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 18, 2012 2:29 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: need fair redistricting

To whom this may concern:

| like solutions and sense the redistricting seems to be broke and needs to be fixed, this is the solution.
Remember the show “Do you know more than a fifth grader?

| believe our students in our schools should decide the redistricting boundaries. This would be great for math,
mapping, geography and spelling.

Give these students no “R” and no “D"s to work, just good old population numbers and maps. | bet they could
better put together districts that make good common sense

than the “adults”. Thank you, Vicky O’Hara




Weiss, Rachel

From: Lark Chadwick [larkwick@blackfoot.net]
Sent: Sunday, March 18, 2012 4:34 PM

To: Redistricting

Cc: ledger@blackfoot.net

Subject: Open letter to the Redistricting Commission

To Redistricting Commission:

All this back and forth over re-districting is a political distraction contrived by members of the phony
"two-party" system, dividing up the state to lessen one group or another's political strength. This is
nothing less than disenfranchisement by design, completely defeating the strengths and values of
members of our state who are not of those two parties!

And this is being done by a so-called "non-partisan”" commission made up of only TWO of the several
political parties that exist in Montana! Pretending to be "fairness” in action, it is nothing but fraud.

For example, many past presidential election fields were made of 3, 4, 5 political parties, each
reflecting the wishes of its particular constituency. This wealth of difference did nothing to hurt the
electoral process. The Republic survived!

But, in the current methodology, only two parties are represented.

When gerrymandering occurs, guaranteeing one party a majority edge in subsequent elections, we
then really only have one party. This will not help our Republic survive, and will do more to
discourage voters than encourage "participation”. Why would anyone try, if they know ahead of time
that their vote "won't count"?

The political boundaries of the state districts are already established by the Constitution of Montana,
each managed by county commissioners placed there by those who have stake in the outcome of
those elections. :

County boundaries should be the State Legislative Districts, since those within a county generally
have interests in common and a common local government to which they may turn for redress of
grievances.

If this is-something urbanites don't like, that's too bad; they chose to live where they are. But to deny
rural folks their chosen representation by diluting their votes around densely populated urban areas is
to deny them the right to lawful, fair representation.

This is no different than the push for.a National Popular Vote, which would eliminate the electoral
collage that was put in place to ensure low populated states are capable of being fairly represented in
Congress!

Gerrymandering around certain populations and voting proclivities - guaranteeing majorities in
perpetuity for only two political parties, and therefore fraudulently based - is in direct conflict with our
Constitutional guarantee of a Republican form of government, in which the people may fairly obtain a
semblance of real representation. “All government of rights originates with the people” - there is no
mention of political parties (Art. Il Sections 1, The Constitution of the State of Montana).




Weiss, Rachel

From: palomasolo@blackfoot.net

Sent: Sunday, March 18, 2012 5:52 PM
To: Redistricting

Subiject: districting

Howdy !

If your goal is to be truly non-partisan in your efforts, i.e. not giving favors to any
particular political party, and since there are several political parties in Montana, the
only way possible to district with a blind eye, is to establish house districts to conform to
county lines. No matter how many, or few, people live in any particular county, they will
then never be at a disadvantage to any other county or group of counties; one county, one
vote.

Moreover, since the ballot access is weighted against the so-called "third party" elements,
they at least will still have some voice in the house, whether or not they have an elected
candidate from their particular party.

Of course, this could also be remedied by providing ballot access to all parties and let the
people decide for themselves whom they will elect, party or not.

If you find this proposal unpalatable, you just might be tyrants.

Happy Trails,
Dick Wells, Thompson Falls




F 520

Members of the Commission:

Ilive in House District 79. This district as configured is not compact as is required
under Montana’s Constitution.

My district would be considerably improved if either the Urban Rural OR the
Subdivision lines were adopted. In addition, either would more accurately
incorporate neighborhoods similar to the one in which I live. That is an additional
criterion the Commission should consider.

What we have now is utterly ridiculous. Be reasonable and intelligent!
—'——-\_.
Smcerely,

Cyndi Borbes

2526 Heritage Drive
Helena, MT 59601
406-443-3219




S Bry Sy County
MONTANA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

REPRESENTATIVE RON EHLI

HOUSE DISTRICT 88

HELENA ADDRESS: HOME ADDRESS: COMMITTEES:
CAPITOL BUILDING BOX 765 APPROPRIATIONS
PO BOX 200400 HAMILTON, MT 59840 JOINT APPROPRIATIONS
HELENA, MONTANA 59620-0400 PHONE: (406) 363-3130 SUBCOMMITTEE LONG-RANGE
PHONE: (406) 444-4800 PLANNING

March 13", 2012
Dear Chairman Regnier:

Please accept my gratitude for the challenges that you and the other Commissioners have
taken on to redraw legislative District lines. | can only imagine the daunting task that you have
undertaken, but appreciate your efforts to meet the guidelines to equalize the number of
people in each District.

| am writing to encourage you to do what is right for the people of Montana and do not bend
to the pressures from any political group and the use of political data such as voting statistics
when forming the new Districts. | believe using the mandatory criteria such as population
equality with a +/- 3% deviation, compact and contiguous Districts, and protecting minority
voting rights as a basis should be pretty straightforward when making your decisions.

Thank you again for the honest work that you are doing for the “Great State of Montana!”

Sincerely, <

Ron Ehli, Representative HD 88 —
Hamilton, Corvallis, Grantsdale




Weiss, Rachel

From: Trish Auras [trishauras2@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2012 1:27 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Redistricting

Please do the redistricting in a fair and equitable way.

Trish Auras
1726 DeFoe St
Missoula, MT 29802




Weiss, Rachel

From: rachel kucharski [myrach2000@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2012 10:32 AM

To: Redistricting

Jefferson County needs to be left alone, you are now trying to mess things up with our voting for political
purposes and that is not constitutional in any means! This is not a game! WE are willing to fight this all the way
through! Our county is fine the way that it is and unless you can show us a "Constitutional Provision" to
eliminate this county, then you better leave it alone!

Regards~

the Town of Cardwell and the Town of Whitehall




Weiss, Rachel

From: Sandy Carey [carey.sandy@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2012 11:08 AM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Jefferson County redistricting draft plan

Dear Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission,

I am NOT in favor of the draft plan, Jefferson County - Urban Rural Plan, with its proposed plan to redistrict
Jefferson County.

The plan which divides Jefferson County into 3 parts is horribly unfair to the people of this county. Our people
would be the minority in 2 districts dominated by Butte voters, and 1 district dominated by Helena voters.
Jefferson County would literally become a non-entity on the Legislative map.

Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Chris Carey




Weiss, Rachel

From: : Cheryl Wolfe [kuhlwolf@centurytel.net]
Sent: Thursday, March 22, 2012 3:53 PM
To: Redistricting

Cc: MT StateGreens@yahoogroups.com
Subject: Redistricting Comment

It is so unfair to citizens who are trying to work with their fellow neighbors, to have the town and the county split and
fractured. Don’t split it by the highway, causing some neighbors to be “on the other side of the tracks.” Please fix the
convoluted boundaries that cannot be described verbally among the people who actually live in the neighborhood—the
current map is unacceptable.

The boundaries need to be clear and clean.

Don’t split the town or neighborhood.

Please!

Cheryl Wolfe

Cheryl M.Wolfe, CPA
608 16th Ave E
Polson, MT 59860
406-750-6668




Weiss, Rachel

From: Robert Dwyer [rfdwyer@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2012 1:32 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Butte-Silver Bow redistricting

To Whom It May Concern:

Butte-Silver Bow has dramatically different interests from Jefferson County or Granite
County. We live with the Berkley Pit in the middle of our town. We have a combined
city/county government. We sponsor and enjoy the Montana Folk Festival, Evel Kneivel Days,
and St.

Patrick’s Day. Neither of the counties adjacent to Butte-Silver Bow share in our lifestyle,
interests or concerns.

I want Butte's legislators to reflect Butte's concerns, interests and priorities. I do not
want them distracted attempting to weigh the concerns of my community against the concerns of
other nearby counties with completely different priorities.

For the reasons stated above, I strongly oppose the so-called "communities™ plan presented by
commissioners Lamson and Smith. As proposed for Butte-Silver Bow, their plan is not about my
community, but about dividing my community and mixing us in with areas with which we have
little to nothing in common.

I prefer the subdivision plan, or the urban-rural plan, or even the deviation plan. Any of
those plans better maintains the integrity of Butte-Silver Bow and keeps my community’s
legislative delegation together.

Sincerely,
Robert F. Dwyer, III

106 Country Club Lane
Butte, MT 59701




Weiss, Rachel

From: flyingd@g.com

Sent: : Friday, March 23, 2012 11:10 AM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Letter submission

Letter to redistricting commission:

| would like to thank you and the legislative services division for coming to Missoula on March 13 of

this year. You have a very difficult job and as | remarked during the public comment, until everyone is
not happy, your job will not be complete.

That being said, | would like to reaffirm some of my remarks and expand on others | did not have time
to make. | certainly don't expect you to remember each and every submission and would like to speak
to some ideas that will not be part of your mandate and some that will be.

First, as | attempted to do, probably not well, was to explain what | have observed in Missoula County
these past numbers of years. In the 1950s and the 1960s we had a fairly stable representation of both
parties. By that | mean, house and senate seats may have moved between parties depending on the
issues of the day and the candidates, but the split between parties was pretty constant. That
continued till the redistricting resulting from the 1990 census. Since that time, nine of the ten districts
have been occupied by democrats. These races aimost always have been won by a 60% to 40%
margin. There were some outlier elections but never won by republicans. The democrat candidates
were never in danger of losing an election in those nine districts. There is one and only one reason
that this occurred, gerrymandering. Each of those nine districts had, at their core, a single
distinguishing characteristic. They all radiated from the city core, which, even in the years prior to the
nineties, had heavily democratic voting patterns. As | stated, at your meeting, if those patterns since
the last redistricting occurred were an indication of the political leanings, then | have to admit | believe

Missoula should have more Republican representation. Now | know this is not in your mandate but it
should be.

For this reason, | am opposed to the “Communities" map, as it approximates the existing map, almost

to a "T". The shapes have changed, the numbers have been moved around, but the maps are nearly
identical. | can only assume that the plan is intended to keep the status quo in Missoula. Again, nine
districts radiate from the deep center of Missoula, where again, the voting patterns are distinctly
democrat at a nearly sixty to forty margin.

For these reasons, | favor the "Urban-Rural" map. It fits well with your constitutionally mandated
theme of "contiguous and compact". The “Communities” map does not.

We heard much testimony from the democrat elected officials about competitive races and the theory
of how competition made for good races. If you were to look back at these "competitive” races you

would find in the definition of competitive races in Missoula, means the democrats win nine seats
every time.

In closing, if the "urban-rural* map or something close to it is not your choice, almost any other map
would be better for Missoula than the communities map is. Missoula would continue to be used as an




Weiss, Rachel

From: Lee Bruner [lee@prrlaw.com]
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2012 1:38 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: FW: Butte-Silver Bow redistricting

To Whom It May Concern:

Butte-Silver Bow has dramatically different interests from Jefferson County or Granite
County. We live with the Berkley Pit in the middle of our town. We have a combined
city/county government. We sponsor and enjoy the Montana Folk Festival, Evel Kneivel Days,
and St.

Patrick’'s Day. Neither of the counties adjacent to Butte-Silver Bow share in our lifestyle,
interests or concerns.

I want Butte's legislators to reflect Butte's concerns, interests and prioritiés. I do not
want them distracted attempting to weigh the concerns of my community against the concerns of
other nearby counties with completely different priorities.

For the reasons stated above, I strongly oppose the so-called "communities" plan presented by
commissioners Lamson and Smith. As proposed for Butte-Silver Bow, their plan is not about my

community, but about dividing my community and mixing us in with areas with which we have
little to nothing in common.

I prefer the subdivision plan, or the urban-rural plan, or even the deviation plan. Any of
those plans better maintains the integrity of Butte-Silver Bow and keeps my community's
legislative delegation together.

Sincerely,
Lee Bruner

1200 W. Platinum St.
Butte, MT 59701




Weiss, Rachel

From: Ron Erickson [nancron@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, March 16, 2012 2:28 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Redistricting

To Commission members:
From Ron Erickson, SD 47

I attended the hearing in Missoula on March 13 and made a few remarks near the end of the
meeting. Here are two other topics for your consideration. -

Pinesdale

There was a great deal of testimony concerning the fact that keeping the Hamilton area intact
forces people to travel through one

legislative district to reach another part of the Darby district.

This is not unusual.

My former House District 64 (boundaries drawn up in 1992) included upper Miller Creek and
Bear Run Creek. To get to that area any candidate had to drive through two other house
districts to visit with potential constituents. This was of no concern to the candidate and
in fact of no concern to the constituents, who, in general, know little of where exact
boundaries are located. Those areas had issues that closely mirrored those I discovered in
other parts of the District, Pattee Canyon and Deer Creek, which are also outside of the
city.

My sense is that Hamilton, a growing city in the county, deserves its own district and that
Pinesdale fits well with the other small towns in the lower half of the valley.

Pattee Canyon

I am concerned about the boundaries in three of the five plans for my neighborhood, Pattee
Canyon. Both the Subdivision Plan and Urban Rural Plan split the neighborhood in half. We
are a relatively small neighborhood in population, tied together with a neighborhood
association and a Citizen’s Zoning District (ZD 4, one of the first such districts in the
state). There is no good reason to split us up.

Of equal concern is the Deviation Plan which leaves all of Pattee Canyon “on the outside
looking in” - that is we are relegated to a non- urban district. But that really is not what
we are about - every person in our canyon is closely tied to the city. We work there, shop
there, and enjoy all of the entertainment/cultural amenities that Missoula offers. Those
facts have been acknowledged in the boundaries for legislative districts for at least the
last thirty years and I ask that you reject the new boundaries in the these three plans.



Weiss, Rachel

From: Mary McLaughlin [nmannieoakley@gmail.com)]
Sent: Friday, March 23, 2012 6:37 PM

To: Redistricting

Subject: Butte-Silver Bow

To Whom It May Concern:

Butte-Silver Bow has dramatically different interests from Jefferson County or Granite County. We live with
the Berkley Pit in the middle of our town. We have a combined city/county government. We sponsor and
enjoy the Montana Folk Festival, Evel Kneivel Days, and St. Patrick's Day. Neither of the counties adjacent to
Butte-Silver Bow share in our lifestyle, interests or concerns.

I want Butte's legislators to reflect Butte's concerns, interests and priorities. 1do not want them distracted

attempting to weigh the concerns of my community against the concerns of other nearby counties with
completely different priorities.

For the reasons stated above, I strongly oppose the so-called "communities” plan presented by commissioners
Lamson and Smith. As proposed for Butte-Silver Bow, their plan is not about my community, but about
dividing my community and mixing us in with areas with which we have little to nothing in common.

I prefer the subdivision plan, or the urban-rural plan, or even the deviation plan. Any of those plans better
maintains the integrity of Butte-Silver Bow and keeps my community's legislative delegation together, which is

very important to me.

Sincerely,

Mary J McLaughlin
580 Little Basin Creek Rd
Butte, MT 59701




Weiss, Rachel

From: Terry Murphy [murphter5@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, March 26, 2012 7:36 AM

To: Redistricting

Cc: Scott Mendenhall; Sandy Carey
Subject: Jefferson County & Redistricting

As redistricting the State for the next 10 years proceeds, I wish to point out the situation of my county of
residence--Jefferson.

Jefferson County has 10% to 15% more people than the right number for ONE House District. Therefore, it is
only right, proper, and fair that Jefferson County have ONE House of Representatives district completely within
the boundary of Jefferson County. The remainder should then be attached to a district in a neighboring county
with a similar economic and cultural makeup. This would honor the historic principle of maintaining county
lines as much as possible, and areas of similar interest as much as possible.

Any plan that carves Jefferson County into multiple Legislative Districts leaving Jefferson County voters as the
minority in all of them is completely unfair to our citizens. The people of Jefferson County deserve to have a
Representative elected by them to speak for them in the Montana Legislature. '

Senator Terry Murphy, District 39




TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSHAR 2 6 %7
- P.0.BOX 201706 = HELENA, MT 59620-1706 Montana Legislative

districting@mt.gov FAX 406-444-3036 Services Division

Dear Commussioners,

As a resident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for
the benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana
Districting and Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the
Commission all put some portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is
simply unacceptable.

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this
process, you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1.) Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over
the ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we
should start there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as
possible, the remain population staying with its Community of Interest in Madison
County .

2) Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson
and Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary
between our counties that should be respected.

3) Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County
because they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of
Jefferson County should be one district, with an area of the county South of
Interstate 90 remaining as part of the district that represents Madison County. The
Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall High School District both include portions
of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley Rural Fire District also extends into
Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County participate in 4-H and the Madison
County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison Counties share an MSU
Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and Northern Madison
County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain together.

Jefferson County is located between three large urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver
Bow, and Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our
proud identity. Please keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of

Southern Jefferson County to remain with their “Community of Interest” in Northern Madison
County.

Thank you for your consideration.

Nem&a b A € Ul bsa ——— Robeoh ¥ GsdKivsme

Address®( Roe G 4o Fedd 57 Whidehall MT S4159




RECEIVED

TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISH#SND 6 2012

P.0.BOX 201706  HELENA, MT 59620-1706 Montana Legislative
districting@mt.gov  FAX 406-444-3036 Servioes'Division

Dear Commissioners,

As a resident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for
the benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana
Districting and Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the
Commission all put some portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is
simply unacceptable.

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this
process, you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1.) Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over
the ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we
should start there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as
possible, the remain population staying with its Community of Interest in Madison
County .

2) Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson
and Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary
between our counties that should be respected.

3) Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County
because they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of
Jefferson County should be one district, with an area of the county South of
Interstate 90 remaining as part of the district that represents Madison County. The
Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall High School District both include portions
of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley Rural Fire District also extends into
Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County participate in 4-H and the Madison
County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison Counties share an MSU
Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and Northern Madison
County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain together.

Jefferson County is located between three large urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver
Bow, and Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our
proud identity. Please keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of
Southern Jefferson County to remain with their “Community of Interest” in Northern Madison
County.

Thank you for your consideration.

i .
Address .:?0 ) 6@’(7[ @Bi ”é% S/)’ML ‘ég‘/rAQ_b_.,




TO THE MONTANA DISTRICTING AND APPORTIONMENT COMMISSION
P.0.BOX 201706 = HELENA, MT 59620-1706

districting@mt.gov FAX 406-444-3036

Dear Commissioners,

As aresident of Jefferson County, I am totally opposed to having Jefferson County split up for
the benefit of Butte/Silver Bow County. Each of the four plans submitted by the Montana
Districting and Apportionment Commission and the plan submitted by the Democrats on the
Commission all put some portion of Jefferson County into Butte/Silver Bow County. This is
simply unacceptable.

If you are going to consider the three discretionary criteria you set up at the beginning of this
process, you will understand why none of these proposals make any sense.

1)

2)

3)

Following the lines of political units. Jefferson County is about 1,500 people over
the ideal district size. Since our existing district is most of Jefferson County, we
should start there and make every effort to keep Jefferson County as whole as
possible, the remain population staying with its Community of Interest in Madison
County .

Following geographic boundaries. The Continental Divide separates Jefferson
and Butte/Silver Bow Counties. That is a very distinct geographic boundary
between our counties that should be respected.

Keeping communities of interest intact. Many people live in Jefferson County
because they don’t want the impacts and influences of urban areas. Most of
Jefferson County should be one district, with an area of the county South of
Interstate 90 remaining as part of the district that represents Madison County. The
Whitehall Elementary and Whitehall High School District both include portions
of Madison County. The Jefferson Valley Rural Fire District also extends into
Madison County. Kids from Jefferson County participate in 4-H and the Madison
County Fair in Twin Bridges. Jefferson and Madison Counties share an MSU
Extension Agent. In short, Southern Jefferson County and Northern Madison
County are clearly a “Community of Interest”, and should remain together.

Jefferson County is located between three large urban counties, Lewis and Clark, Butte/Silver
Bow, and Gallatin. It is important that we keep our own district so that we can maintain our
proud identity. Please keep Jefferson County as whole as possible and allow a portion of
Southemn Jefferson County to remain with their “Community of Interest” in Northern Madison

County.

Thank you for your consideration.

Name M/ . /J/&”M

Address 2 Ao o270 Zau/Cé’/’, P SFag2
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one vote, 1000 59620 0003042+

e Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

e Keeps intact more small towns than any other
proposed plan,

e Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,
so American Indian citizens can fully participate in
our political process, and

e Creates a fair balance so that no one politic(ﬁparty

| support the Communities Plan because it:

'Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706

gains monopoly control of the Legislature
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‘I support the Communities Plan because it: -

e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote, '

e Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

e Keeps intact more small towns than any other
proposed plan,

‘Heart Health

e Provides strong protection of minority votmg rights, Districting & Apportionment Commission
so American Indian citizens can fully participate in Legislative Services Division
our political process, and PO Box 201706

e Creates a fair balance so that no one political party Helena, MT 59620-1706

gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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| support the Communities Plan because it:

e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote,

e Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

* Keeps intact more small towns than any other
proposed plan,

¢ Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,
so American Indian citizens can fully participate in
our politica! process, and

e Creates a fair balance so that no one political party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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Districting & Apportionment Commlssmn
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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| support the Communities Plan because it;

e Guarantees our constitutional right of one person,
one vote,

e Respects existing communities across Montana,
including small towns, rural communities, cities,
and suburban areas,

e Keeps intact more small towns than any other
proposed plan,

e Provides strong protection of minority voting rights,
so American Indian citizens can fully participate in
our political process, and

e Creates a fair balance so that no one political party
gains monopoly control of the Legislature.
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Districting & Apportionment Commission
Legislative Services Division
PO Box 201706
Helena, MT 59620-1706
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Weiss, Rachel

From: Sandy Carey [carey.sandy@gmail.com]
Sent: - Wednesday, March 21, 2012 10:36 AM
To: Redistricting :

Subject: Jefferson County redistricting draft plan

Dear Montana Districting and Apportionment Commission,

The plan which divides Jefferson County into 3 parts is horribly unfair to the people of this county. Our people
would be the minority in 2 districts dominated by Butte voters, and 1 district dominated by Helena voters.
Jefferson County would literally become a non-entity on the Legislative map.

I am NOT in favor of the draft plan, Jefferson County - Urban Rural Plan, with its proposed plan to redistrict
Jetferson County. Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Sandy Carey




Weiss, Rachel

From: Suzy Ross [suzyfoss@gmail.com)
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2012 4:00 PM
To: Redistricting

Subject: Redistricting Mt

Commissioners

Please protect my right to be heard in future elections by NOT adopting any maps from any
political party or organization! Montana must stand for open and honest elections and that
starts with fair districts and no gerrymandering.

Sincerely,
Suzy Foss
Ravalli County Commissioner.

Sent from my iPad




